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PER CURI AM

Dai sy Ednundson-Sullivan appeals from the orders of the
district court dismssing her clains alleging discrimnation and
retaliation in violation of Title VII of the GCvil R ghts Act of
1964, 42 U.S.C. 88 2000e - 2000e-17 (2000). Edmundson- Sul |'i van
rai ses several clainms of error regarding matters that either were
not raised in the district court or involve defendants that are not
parties to the case on appeal. Matters raised for the first tine on

appeal generally will not be considered. See Muth v. United States,

1 F.3d 246, 250 (4th GCr. 1993). Exceptions to this rule are nade
only in those Ilimted circunstances that would result in
unrecogni zed plain error or a fundanmental m scarriage of justice.
Id. Neither of these factors is present in Edmundson-Sullivan’s
clainms. Because Edmundson-Sullivan presents no other cognizable
claims for review, we affirmthe judgnment of the district court.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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